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. A PARTIAL TEST OF OSCAR LEWIS'S CULTURE OF POVERTY
' THE’DRY IN RURAL AMERICA . U'S OEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,

] - BOUCATION & WELFARE
u . ‘ . NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF @ ]
' “ b THIS OOCUMEEOUCAT'ON
| A . NT HAS BEEN R
| y N OUCEOQ EXACTLY AS RECEIVEO E’;:)OM
. ' :NE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN
N . TING IT POINTS OF VIEWLOR OPINIONS

David B Miller. STATEO DO NOT NEQESSARILY REPRE.

.. SENT OFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTIT!
_ Tennedsee Technological University . EQUCATION POSITION OR POLICY —
L ' - B 7 ' o
; S : stract d
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. N e toe . ' ! .
In this study, an attempt is made to operationalize several most -
.. . s .
important assumptlons of Oscar lewis's.Culturévof Poverty theory and
A -

.
’

test them in a rural setting. . | ) . s

N
- . . v i . .

Introduction.to-the Problem

-

; In recent years a $3,000 poverty %ine fo;'families with two or more - ,

mbd;s'has'been extensively used by social scientists in the United

. ” " 3

StateSs 1t is to the families‘Who are below this line that the atteption

of thi%Lpaper is directed. ‘ ' o o Do ‘“\ﬂ

Obviously, when any definLtion of poverty is used it encompasses

a wide Xariety of individuals with regard to such variables asdpge, ‘
a : SR
ethnici‘y and occupation. Nonetheless, there has’ been a strong tendency . N

in\@merikan sociology to ignore differences amOng those living in poverty

with regard to 8uch variables as formal or. informal pahticipation patterns,
- ‘ A}

level of\education. and size of income. A theorist who has congerned o

~ A e

himself wtthlstudying the- differences that exist among the impoverished RN

‘rather thin studying their similarities is Ogcar Lewis (1966)...

Om,the one hand, Lewis holds, there are those of‘the impoverished
who share the same values, the same designs for living that most members . L
of society possess. They feel that they have a good chance of becoming

tht they want to in life, They have high educational and occupational

AE127Z7£9 ;Z%Z?dféz/nzrbct¢bdiz




aspirations and feel that they can'materially imptoVe_themselves'in life

. @ : :

through trying. On the other hand, there are those of the impoverished
i . : N )

whose values are opposite. They' feel that they have little control over

" Y

their destiny. They are pessimisticAabout.life's chances and are:pronea
to satisfy what desires théy can, from day to day. .They have lon occupa;
tionhl and educational aspirations and feel marginal, helpless, and W
dependent. Accord;ng to Lewis: those of qho poor wnosé basic values are: ,!Jh
of a.negatiye,nature differ so ,essentially from other Americans that o

. . \ R o )

) they belong“do a sub—culture in a society--a culture of poverty. v

W A ctncial factor, Lewis contends, with respect to whether people

participation.experience. In,fact, social garticipatlon is held to be
S0 important bykLewis'that hé‘conceiyes.of it as determining whether . . b;

people in poverty are members of a‘social class or not.
I -t T

" According to Léwis, those poor'who are classless belong to a - \.

cultUre of poverty. Since they ktow little about how groups, beyond the

- “immediate family, are organized and ‘function, they usually fail in theirx,
Y ~

. - N N - .
_efforts in society.  Their aspirations and expectations have to.be changed

- 0 .

[

in® order to cope with’ feelings of helplessness and despair«\\f:us, from -

the reallzatlon of the 1mprobabi11ty of ach1ev1ng success in tgrms of the

. .« _ »

values “and goals of the larger society, the ciassleSs deVelops negatlve
attitudes‘and values. They..in this way become' members ‘of a culture of

© N poverty. ' <L . ‘ : -
. N . . . ‘ N * . , ’ . -, .
* ' Lewis cautions, however, that the culture of poverty is not only an

adaptatlon to a set of dbjective condltlons of the larger soc1ety Once

it comes into existence, it tends to perpetuate 1tself from generation
o 1. - . 7/
s “ a2 . . |

Y

in poverty belong to a culture of poverty, is.their extent of social .




. ,to generation along famlly ‘lines because of its effects qk~the children.
Only about'20 percent of the people below the poverty line in America
though would be‘found living in a culture of ﬁp&érty, speculates Lewis,

°

< : and the largest sectors within this group would consist of low-income ©oe

Negroes, Mexican Americans, Puerto Ricans, American Indians, and Southern

~ whites.

- L . T ]
\ ' s E
. »

Research PrpBlem

.

When the poor are regarded as hdmogeneous in their social, cultural
® " and economic characteristics, researchers tend-to place empha51s on the
economic criteria tq_ggpléih poverty. The central attitude that guides

vy
. .
research is that if the

ey4’participate less or differ culturally from

the non-poor, the reagor/is due to income. Thus, -if income changes, so

’

cultural characteristics.

then should social /an

heory of the culture of poverty encourages the e" &

Oscar Lewis/s:

-policy makers to look into new avenues to fight the War

researchers a

N .. . )
on ﬁovefty. PYograms should not only be developed at the economic

level, but/ the social and cultural levels as well. Lewis has empha-

Ty

olely through outside help. They must learn how to develop

N

4
. ‘i.| ) : \ .
It &% the thesis of Lewis that those in pdverty who are“inclined to
ticipate with others gain ﬁotentialiﬁ&es in social mobility in comparison
those in poverty who are not similarly inclined. The present stud;\\

an effort to test this thesis by examining some of the rural impoverished
. ol SO =,

the deep south.

,/‘
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Thé main objecﬁives of this study gre: ) g : .

e . e

w (a) to describe the differences in participation-patterns’of the

rural poor,

(b) té’investigate those factors that. are associated with the social

participation pattern of these rural poor, and . .-

“{c) -to investigate whether social participation patterns contribute

=
,

to the mobility of the next generation. 1§

’ . . -
. ¢ -

Review of Literature

The purpose of .the review of 1iteré%ufe that fo}lowé is to gain

4

insights intoéﬁhat variables are most highly associated with social
‘ q _ .

participation patterns in America. Variables associated with both
- . ..‘_ ) [ ) ‘ " o ) R .
-formal and informal participation patterns will be examined. e
. t . . T

‘ Sociologists, in the main, have found that Negroes participate

r v

more than do whites in formal organization when socio-economic status is

v

controlled. (Hyman and Wright - 1958;.1971). The most relevant study,

'perhaps, in terms ofithq present research setting is one by Raymond Payne

and Hfrold F. Kaufman (1953). These rural sociologists fpund in
Missiésippi that the lowest level of ranks, non-whites ha&‘higher

paréicipatiqn scores than whites. ‘Later studies by Kaufmaﬁ3(1966) have

. . o L.
supported this early finding. In general, Negroes who are affiliated
with formal organizations are much like whites who are affiliated.

M

(Babchuk and Thompson, 1969).- : /\ : . .

L] . LI

Wright and Hyman in 1958 found that membership k) foiuntary"

-
£

associations was directly related to occupational prestige. THis finding

12
is the usual one reached by sociologists.

.

John C. Scott (1957), when investigating membership participation

P v
» LA £
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* of socio-economic status and formal membership participation.

.
1‘ v
1 . f
A N :
v , .

a &

- L)

in voluntary associations, noticed that persons in manual occupations had
N ‘ . .
)

higher percentages of‘ﬁ%n—affiliatiqn than those who were white collar

- ¢
?n‘a‘

or above. ‘It has been noted by Reissman (1954) that manual workers-

students neveryapprpached membership superiority ovemw non-manual workers. .

- ¢ . : ' .
. Income has been found to be as highly correlated with formal social

participation as has occupation.
: [

Uzzell (1953), for one, has found income _to be the best indicator

.

Yet

r

participaﬁidh'in community associations has been found by Hazedorn, and

o

Labovitz (1968) to be predicted moré by educatlon than by any other

"variable whlch they stud1ed

/
is perhaps the most important variable to c0n51der when one is deailng

PP

with rural pppulations and social.pafticipatiod. R ' o

-

-

There is a tendency for participation scores fo climb durlng the

gwenties -and thirties, and to decllne in the later years (Foskett 1955"

Taitz,and Larson, 1959).

In Foskett's study, the decline in mean scores

|
Age was not found

‘set in at age 30 and reached a low lat 70 yaats of age.

v

t

Education has a comparable distinctionm, .

Kaufman (1949) has stated that educatlon o

- to be very important when education and income were ¢ontrolled. Foskett

found thaq\those with incomes of $6,000 and above showed a continuous‘rise,b -

y o . . . .
in mean score# throughout the age groups and a:sharp rise in the later

years. S o _ N ) .
. ) : LA

Findings have usually indicated”that formal participation is more

’

characteristic of trban and rural non-farm residents than of rural farm:

, However, Babchuk'and;Booth (1969)
A a

found that membership was equalgdy characteristic of urban, rural farm,

residemts'SWright and Hyman, 1958).

o "{HZ’

and rural non-farm and 'f

WL \

D,

o

esidents wer Wwithin 5 perce

j?aga points
. -~

_\.1?

K
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¢ ]
of each other. Consistently, however, in rural areas as in urban areas,

. t ©
v

it is the members of the upper classf families who are tﬁe participants
(Andgrson and Palmbeck, 1952; Hausknecht, 19622.

Those who live‘inAowned homes have averaged higher in the humber of
. . LS R
, memberships and much higher .in number in leaderships in formal organization,
in both rural and urban settings, than have renters (Wright and Hyman, ’

. . i

1958; Mather, 1941). . ° PO o

Most of the.factors Ehat have been found_to be highly related to
| . : ° . . ’ '

. - ! > .- . . . . .
formal particigatiomApatterns have also Qsen found to be rélated to

informal pqrticipation‘patterﬁs. y Aida Tomeh (1967)., for example, has
shown that informal_participatﬁén tends to be more-}mportant_fofathe

v

middle and higher status persons than for lower status persons when

. ? —_—

status is defined by occupational and income critetria. Similar findingé

have been obtained>with,blacks (Muns;n, 1956)..

M ¢

older pgréons,havé been found to be relatively low informal

partjcipants, while married persons report a high.total informal -partici-

v

pation rate (Topeh, 1967). :Smaller differences hanvbeen found to occur

- . I .
in informal participation when adults are classified by race, sex,,
feligioﬁs affiliation, or length of residence (Tomeh, 1967; Babchuk and -

Booth, 1969). . o \

. .z . “J ' The Data <

The data of this_ research were collected as a part of a larger study
.‘ » 5 " Y . ) )
concerned with the social dnd economic.aspects of persons  living in a
rural, low-income area. . This study isﬂbas&ﬁ on the completed schedules .-

of 110 houSehoids in Kemper County, Mississippi: Data were obtaineq'by

. . . —_ ' , L < ™
use of interview schedule-during the summer of 1968. — b

’
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)

; L]
technique based on the use of a 1964 General Highway map of Kemper County.

The map was used to determine the location and the number of occupied

o "

e dwellings available as Sampling units. A preliminary stepwin the sampling
procedUre was the elimination of all households that fell within the,

’

, : boundarles of the only two 1ncorporated "towns of "Scooba (population 513 in
. A
1964) and the county seat, Dekalb (population 88 in 1964) that were

within the county boundaries.~ The elimination of the households'residing‘

.

.

wiFhin these two towns was done to limit the sample to houséholds
. ~ . . - -
residing in open—country portions of the county. )

. The original sample size .was set at- approx1mately 400 household

.

o units. Segments of;8 to 12 dwelling:units-qere delineated. Thefsegments
| b

included in the sample were drawn randomly ’The time lapse between the

[}

¢ " date of the highway map and the date of the survey explains the reduction

v

- -
x

| in the number of sample units actually included. That is, ma:z hous1ng

»
.

buted to the smaller number of households contained in the final safiple

- N -
* -
.~ M

which was drawn. % _ . - T .
! * . > i

1 : .
Before analysis, the original sample at the completion of data

contained 234‘household units. However, for analytical purposes, it was
e - ) ' ) ~

‘decided that only those units of which the household head earred less

than: $3, 000 annyally would be: 1ncorporated into the present study ‘“This

N B

[
led to the elimination of 68 more unlts: " Next, 10'Un1tS were eliminated -

n” . ' o
«

Because of a lack of information as to income eafned per year. Finally,
. A * '

)

those families that had no children away from home were excluded with

Pt

oo ‘the final sample containing llO‘household heads, 36 white and 74 Negro.

The sample selection process was essentially a,simple'random sampling '

units were found unoccupiedﬂi Factors of tﬂPe and finances al contri- .. ;




This research will only be concerned withfthe members of these 110

- 1

famllies who are household heads and the adult ch11dren of these house~

hold heads wh% 1ive either at home or away. There are-218 adult Negro

.
N

children and 139 adult*whiterchildren in this study who have come from
these families.

Limitations l | | '
When the household head was not presént, the homemaker answered/theﬂ,
4» ’ : ,/. :

questlons that would have been asked of him. Also, the personAinterviewed,

~

whethér Lt was the homemaker or the household head answer all questions,

©

concerning‘the chlldren up to the t1me»that “the 1nterv1ew\wachonducted.‘

Yoe . ' -«

Operatyonalmzatlon of Variables

Participation in formal organizations in the community and informal |

1

partiéipatédn with relatives, friends,'and neighbors, Answérs to these

" questions were we;gded in such a way that ‘a high score was indicative
of a,relatively high level of social participation in the community with
' ' - . !
r ) R . . . B .
perspns other than members of one's immediate family. 5 , s

- [

'_Since this research involves both household heads and‘their adult

.
.

- . ’ o
. a

children,dthe analysis of data is dlvﬁded into two parts.  In the first

part of the analys1s, the h1gh moderate, ‘and low part1c1pat10n seores ;~

. of hqusehold heads are treated a:\dependent va%iables. The factors of

- . f . N
YA v

income, edd catlon, age geographic moblllty potent1a1 home tenure status, B

.

.eand sex of household heads are treated as 1ndependent var1abLes. In the

a
- c.

second part of the ana1ys1s, the assumptlon that children will tend to

pe like their parents is followed. Adult children from homes where the

q

i
“ERI
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often qr seldom W1th1n the communlty The years of formal educatlon

]

- of the chlldren wﬁh have left home and'the geographlc dlstances these
children have moved awvay from home are treated as degendent varlables.
paw : ’
With gdult childfén,‘the community participetion “$cores of theiy parents
P ] \ . - .
: ’ - who are nousehold heads aﬁe,tqeated as the independent variable. |,
- bcaeion. Y N | .
: : Age, education, 1qfome, home temure status, geographic mobility
L oo ¢ v ' * o " -
. < ' | : - ‘ :
potential, and geographic distances moved.away from home were categorized,

.
]

in the. following manner: . o . L
Age (parents).‘ - Under sixty =~ ) ’
: : P Over sixty: .

Co ¥ ' o . .
' ?ducation (parents) . Under seven years of education .
. T : Over seven years of*educatlon _ .
[ - e
. . R \ » U - - I
Education (children) Zero through six years of gducation
i L SRR Seven through nine years of ‘education

T % . _ Ten through £leven years ofveducation

r no:’ Would you move to ahother

JGéograﬁhi&»hobility
un1ty than the“one you at present

potential (parehffz/A . co
0 . oot . \ , :
® Geographic distances ° In sawe community as parents

moved from home o In r community in county : .
Lt . E(children) - In another county : -
ST : ’ ) . . In anotherSouthern state :
. . . S ' Outside the South \ ‘
Income (parents) - 0=% 999 . « o - Y I
~ - - $1,000 - $1,999 - T o
/ . = ‘ . e $2 00\0 - $2,999, ‘ ‘ . ~ . -,_».o
A _ Home' tenure status s ‘0wger » . T
W (paremts). * . Ower|s - 3 A

" . - ' . - . ' , . N




Statistical Tests, Bivariate Analysis

Al .

. o '
'The major statistical techrique to be used in the analysis of the

o

N PR B v

data is the Gamma measure of assbciatiqn., Although this statistic.has

. S T~ . - R . .
" * . .4 Dot been ubed/extensively in sociological research, it has several
".aspects suited to ‘this analysis., Besides measuring the degree o g

- o .

2

- association between ordinal variables, Gamma also determines direction,
. . .
~ . . . . : : S
(Freeman,“lgg5%\: T o : , o . .

: - Findings | : N\

I . . - -
N .

Household(Heaﬁ-Parents

S

Although it‘&as‘hypothesized that as the income %f'the'household
L. - . . .

ol )

head$ increased, so would. their iével of social participation, the

N

relétﬁonshiﬁ did not prove to be gignificant. When race was introduqed~-

: v ‘ ./ . . '
- as a control variable, it was also’ found/that the level of income did
- . . . ! v ) . . .
not significantly affect the level of  gocial participation of .either
. . . .- . ° o, ~

white or black_household heads.

. . .
Y

e Similarly, -the association bétween 1évels of education and levels |

- - of participation of household heads was not found to be significant.

f‘
h'<j/ ) Moreover, controlling for race (Negro .and white) levels of education were

"

‘ not.signiiicantly related to the levels of participation of householA" )

heads. . . ) . T .

M . ' . . " h . ) ‘_" | _
ﬂ& - Age of household heads was not- found to be signifigantly{associaﬁed

. Al

’ a - N * .
with level of social participation. However, the relationship that did
. N : DO Yo S
E exlst proved to be a negative one. With race controlled for, the inverse

relationship ‘between age and participation proved insignific¢ant for botY .
i 44 i . o . ~ M .
- B ! b e . d "

Negroes and whites.,. - t [ ., . . .

) . P .
St . : v - ! » ' - N -
. - . . T LY
. | f o
i

e K ‘
- . .
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o P A ' A o
. + 0 - s Lot . 4 ‘- v i f :
« e - ” N ‘ ' ‘
< ' Y ’ 1] . /: 4 e P
' N o ' : o N 11,
R * The relatlonshlp hetween h0me tanure status of'household heads e
o ) 2 Q" L M v .~ i
. and their levels of ‘social part1c1pat10n~was found 51gn1f1cant with or‘\{m£
" _without the ‘use of face as’'a control factor Moreover, the relat10nsh1p o

- : ’ & ‘ - ) * \‘

o between sex of-house heads and their’ social parthapatmon patterns

“x
0
1thaor wnthout the use of race as a co trol

i .

L e Flnally,,the"questlonldealxng with whether household heads m ght

. . . .
[] R e .

- _'someday move from the communlty was not s1gnif1cantly related to thelr’

* ' ’ 4 &,
. levels of soc1al“part1cipation. Race when lntroducéi as a- control, e

".,-

S . variable, d1d not 51gn1ficaﬁtly change_thls relatlgnshlp. L

v k’._ — - . : ‘_ . : ,_,' ‘e 4 ’ - .
! - Adult Children LY \. . N o ) N . ! ~ ‘
‘ % ! | ) . - » “ ' artn e
‘ . ) . - L . : )
w0, o Although the relathnships beétween inCome, equation age,asex,
- N ‘ »
,7 " homey tenure s!atus, geographrc moblllﬁy potential, ‘and social- partic1- .
\‘ . » - 1
> pation of hggsehold heads(proved«lnsignlflégnt, thls does not mean they
. : R
aré soclologlcallj unlmportant. In.order to’inVestlgate whether these * s
v - : a - L PN 1 Q
’ . 1ns1gn1f1cantgrelat10nsh1ps aa@ 1mportant all addgt chlldren $l8 yqug N

' . .
of age oxr over) were examlned in TIight oﬂ?the soc1al partic1patlon . ..

- .
P - + > -

scores of their pérents. Thls was done in order toateﬁt the assumption : :
* that povertsy parents who are prone to ﬁartic1pate beyohd the” level of -the

‘ -
~

1solated famlly pnit 1nfluence thre amounts of education their children
) e Lo s o . L=

acquire ‘and the gepgraphlc”dlstances these children mov%§from home. R
4 ' . Y . N
‘ : " A p051t1ve relationship between the levq S of partrc1patlon of'

N : =

household head parents and the devels of educatlon of the1r adult .

7 M - . -
chlldren proved 51gn1f1cant beyond t%e ,001 level of“probablllty.‘

Futhermore, when rac%‘was 1ntroduced as a control, the relatlonshlp L

.

. -
»

.
N

remained 51g31f1cant beyond the‘ 01 level for NEgro chlldqen and beyond qa ' ﬁ§;
- ' . -,

h OOl for white chlldren (see Table'lﬁ L .' g ' l-.->fm
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s The levels of social participation of parents proved to be both’
' positively hnd_significantly related to the-geographic'diétances children

~ moved away‘%rom their parents' homes. The relationship was significant

4
’

at the .0Q1 Yevel of probability. .MQreover, when white childreg were

-

.examined with:respect to the levels of participation of their parents and ,

s ‘ H

the*distqpces'they had moved frdm home, the relatiOnship,proved toibe .
significant at the .001 level ef probability. The relationship also -

ﬁroved to be significant fpr Negrd children, but only at the ,05 level
| of probability (see Table 2). . ” | ’
o Controlllng for social partic1pat10n of parents, tﬁe levels of ‘
. . ..
 education of children proved to be significantly and positively related

to the geographic mobility of those children who had ten years of educa-

' tion or above. The eighificance of the relationship is at the .01 level

of probability.- However, the relationship between levels of education
and geograpﬁic mobllity of %Bildren, when social participation of

4

parents was contgolled, was ﬂb; significant with regard to those '
* ) Py .

children who had less than ten yeéars of education (see Table3).
’ . * ‘."" & . ‘, "r{

", ' oo o . . (onmlUs10ns : S .
. ——'—'—_“ﬁ" . )

In the study at hand when 1mpoverlshed household heads who were

+

N T 1) “.
e parents Yere compared on their participation practices, those. who

L ] " #
/ . #

o : part1c1pated most beyond ‘the nuclear family unit had children (only
chlldren 18 years of age or older were con51dered) who showed greater

mobility potenti . /These children are better educated and m9ve greater

”~

geographic dista ces away from home.
P ° » . . . N . %

- - . . J
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N TABLE 3 S 2 - |
L ¥\\\~ Geographlc fobility ot&Children by Ch\ldrens' qucation ~
: K and Social Participation of Parents’
. ' , ‘ .
Education Levels of Children b ]
) 'f Education _ 10 Years of Education or Above .
Geographic 0-9 Years gevels ofosocxal Participatfon of Parents .
Mob%l‘irt)y Low Moderate High Total Low Moderate High Tot}al_‘
of Children N t N % N % N N vt N, Y N 4+ N .
. In*the Same ¢ ’ . . -
= - Community . . . - »
¢ as l‘arcnis 13 25 16 21 8 32 37 24 10 18 6 6 S :S 21 9. PR
In the Same ' - S .
County in . : . ‘ 5 . .
- - Mississippi. | v - . A
as Parén‘t’rs‘ 10 19 6 8 6- 24 22 14~ 4 7 ¥ 3 2_ 2. 9- -3
In Another g ¥ 5 o e m ; w
County in’ .- . o .. A : - ST
Mississippi. 13 25 16 21 s 20 34 22 14 25 3S 3S 21 22 70 28 ‘
In Anothcr * ' o ’ L
State - 17 31 40 so 6 24 63° 40 28 SO 57, S6 67 71 152 60
. e . . - . ] .
Total ' 83 100 78 - 100 25 100 156 100 56 100 . 101 100 %95 100 252 100 .
B . 4 No Informatxon on Education or Geographxc Mob\lity “
N . . - - i
GammJ - .0037 . , Gamma - .2859
o g = .0126 L .1 e g0722 —_—
. P> .05 PZ .01 ¢
: . v . ; _ ' Y
. . Limitations _ ;
.o : : : : . . .
L , .
The influence that poverty has on both theﬁyalue systems and social -
part1c1pat10n practices of rural adults should ye more adequately studied L é
. . A .
Longitudinah studies of poverty in rural settings are called for whére | 2?
v, “ ‘ . e ) e "
. both‘the_adults in poverty and ‘the children of these adults are examined °,
N . » - » . . s . ] )
at several points in time. . . .

v -

In general, the implications that can be drawn from the findings in
. v v v » o

this study are limited dueto the secondary nature of the data aualyzed

and the small sample size.

-

. of household eads was’ related to their social part1c1oat10n pract1ces.

his is in part due to the' homogeneous nature of the populatlon sampled

]

- For example, many of theahousehold heads were semi-retired or retired. .

I could not be shown that the soc1al mobillty

s N . a -

- -
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1

. Some were pensioners and others were living on Soeizi;ieggrity. Due to
. . oo

-

the advanced aées of household heads and the fact th 7, for the most part, B

4 .

-

thieir occupatiomal careers.were behind them, the children were exagined"

in ‘prder, to determine what influence the social participation. practices

v ‘of household heads had on their educational and gquraphic mobilhty.-
Because'little has Beem-done inAexaminiﬂg the differences that, ".

exist in the soc1a1 partlclpatlon patterns among the impoverished, theﬂ

~ o ,inFormaI$partlclpat10n patterns were no¥ examlned,sepatately from ‘the
‘ay""ifyﬂ gormal. This should be done 1ntfdtgre studies. Also, the amounts of
L }nteraction household heads have withT}in cddld have been ségdied separateiy

from theﬂamounts of interaction heusehold heads have with noajrelatibes.'

» )

. P . ' ' N
o Moreover, the mem%erships household heads have in formal organizations

could have been studied geparitely from the local participation practices

of household heads. Because the analysis is ofda secondary nature,ﬁthe

&
_ occupations which hbusehold heads Wwere’ engaged in for most of their lives .

«could not be’determinéd,_nor could.the values these heads placed on their
children's successes in life., - s » ' : o ' K

a . .
a
X

o . - If the adult children had been 1nterviewed separately from the parents é

-

(household heads answveped all questions concerning the famlly members)

questlons could have been asked of each of them regard:ng peer groups and

+ .’ . . v

the community influences. * Questlons could also -have been asked of the

\ - £

children regardlng what influence they felt the1r parents’ exerted over‘them. o

. v R ¥ N N °
SRR : “ ¢ Implications
. »

l

Further research needs to be done in order ta ascertain if rural

’

o impoverished parents who pafticipate the least beyond the nuclear family . o
unit have children that.evidence the least upward mob&&ity potential in’
3 . N Py '. \

rorec oot enc) : S . i N
D - . . . ooy, .
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industrialized societiésf -if further research‘shpus that rural chiidren .
from such backgrounds have a pauclty of formal schoollng gnd are geograph—
ically tied to their cémmunlty of origin, then in th1s author s opinion, )
i

enough empirical ev1dence can be .marshalled to support a definitive

examindtion of~Oscar Lewis's tulture of poverty theaiy in rural America. /
. Fa Lol
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